AppUcation Serial No. 10/680,238 
Response to Office Action of June 2, 2006 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The non-final Office Action of June 2, 2006, has been reviewed and these remarks are 
responsive thereto. Claims 1 and 3 have been amended. Claim 14 has been added. No new 
matter has been added. Claims 1-3, 10, 11, 13 and 14 remain pending after entry of the present 
amendment. Reconsideration and allowance of the instant application are respectfully requested. 

Objections to the Specification 

Applicants are unclear as to what the Examiner is referring to when he indicates that the 
Specification contains URLs which can cause a browser to activate. Apphcants respectfully 

request further clarification of this objection and welcome recommendations and/or suggestions 
by the Examiner as to how Applicants might be able to place these URLs in a more preferred 
form. 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) 

Claims 1-3, 10, 11 and 13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) for being anticipated 
by the Template Software commercial product line (hereinafter "Template"). In particular, the 
Examiner cites documentation entitled "Using the WFT Development Environment" (hereinafter 
"Using WDE"). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection for at least the following reasons. 

Amended independent claims 1 and 3 recite, inter alia, "a third display portion for 
configuring a method of one of the objects after the one of the objects has been dragged and 
dropped into the first display portion." Nowhere does Using WDE or Template, in general, teach 
or suggest such features. Using WDE is directed to the design of a workflow environment 
including creating a workflow design, creating and defining types of work items and 
implementing tasks and applications, p. 2-2. In rejecting claims 1 and 3, the Office Action cites 
pages 4-34 to 4-47 which relate to a class editor for viewing and editing the entities of classes 
that have been defined in a WFT workflow system, p. 4-28. Even so. Using WDE does not 
teach or suggest that the class editor may be used to conflgure object methods after the objects 
have been dragged and dropped into first display portion (i.e., the page representation). In other 
words, WDE lacks any teaching or suggest of using the class editor to edit and/or redefine 
objects that have already been dragged and dropped into a page. As such, claims 1 and 3 are 
allowable for at least this reason. 
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Claims 2, 10 and 11 are dependent on claims 1 and 3 and are thus allowable for at least 
the same reasons as claims 1 and 3 and further in view of the novel and non-obvious features 
recited therein. For example, claim 2 recites, inter alia, "a fourth display portion providing a 
selection between scripting the object for said server or for said client." Contrary to the Office 
Action's assertions. Using WDE does not teach or suggest such a feature. Nowhere in either 
Chapter 7 or Chapter 8 of WDE, as cited by the Office Action, is there any teaching or 
suggestion of providing a selection between scripting an object for a server or a client. The 
Office Action alleges that Chapter 7 discloses providing the ability to define roles such as cUent, 
server, etc. and defining the tasks to be operated on the particular role. However, roles do not 
constitute objects on a page. Accordingly, claim 2 is also allowable for this additional reason. 

Claim 13 recites, inter alia, "designating whether said objects should execute on a server 
or on a client." As discussed with respect to claim 2, Using WDE merely describes defining 
roles and defining tasks to be operated on a particular role. Even so, tasks do not constitute 
objects (e.g., the tasks are not being dragged and dropped into a page) and thus, Using WDE 
does not teach or suggest designating whether objects should execute on a server or on a client. 

New Claim 

New claim 14 is dependent on claim 3 and is thus allowable for at least the same reasons 
as claim 3 and further in view of the novel and non-obvious features recited therein. For 
example, claim 14 recites, inter alia, "wherein the one of the objects includes a reference to a 
second page." Using WDE does not teach or suggest such a feature. As such, claim 14 is also 
allowable for this additional reason. 
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CONCLUSION 

All rejections having been addressed, applicant respectfully submits that the instant 
application is in condition for allowance, and respectfully solicits prompt notification of the 
same. However, if for any reason the Examiner beheves the apphcation is not in condition for 
allowance or there are any questions, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at 
(202) 824-3156. 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 
BANNER & WITCOFF, LTD. 

Dated this 2nd dav of November. 2006 By: /Chunhsi Andv Mu/ 

Chunhsi Andy Mu, Registration No. 58,216 

1001 G Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001-4597 
Tel: (202) 824-3000 
Fax: (202) 824-3001 
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